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KAMALA HARRIS 
Attorney General 0 f California' 
MARCD. GREENBAUM 
Supervising Deputy Attorney General 
Morgan Malek 
Deputy Attorney General 
State Bar No. 223382 

300 So. S--pring Street, Suite 1702 
Los Angeles, CA 90013 
Telephone: (213) 897-2557 
Facsimile: (213) 897-2804 

Attorneys for Complainant 

BEFORE THE
 
BOARD OF REGISTERED NURSING
 

DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA
 

11--------------'--__---. 

In the Matter of the Accusation Against: 

MARIANNE O. DAVEDEIT,
 
aka MARIANNE P. ORO,
 
aka MARIANNE DELAPENA ORO
 
7830 W. 83rd Street
 
Playa Del Rey, CA 90293
 

Registered Nurse License No. 424802 

Respondent. 

Complainant alleges:· 

Case No. 

FIRST AMENDED ACCUSATION 

PARTIES 

1. Louise R. Bailey, M.Ed.~ RN (Complainant) brings this Accusation solely in her 

official capacity as the Executive Officer of the Board of Registered Nursing, Department of 

Consumer Affairs (Board). 

2. On or about April 30, 1988, the Board issued Registered Nurse License No. 424802 

to Marianne O. Davedeit, aka Marianne P. Oro, aka Marianne Delapena Oro (Respondent). The 

Registered Nurse License was in full force and effect at all times relevant to the charges brought 

herein and will expire on June 30, 2013, unless renewed. 
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JURISDICTION 

3. This, Accusation is brought before the Board under the authority of the following 

laws. All section references are to the Business and Professions Code unless otherwise indicated. 

STATUTORY PROVISIONS 

4. Section 118, subdivision (b), provides that the suspension, expiration, surrender or 

cancellation of a license shall not deprive the Board ofjurisdiction to proceed with a disciplinary' 

action during the period within which the license may be renewed, restored, reissued or 

reinstated. 

5. Section 2750 provides that the Board may discipline any licensee, including a 

licensee holding a temporary or an inactive license, for any reason provided in Article 3 

(commencing with section 2750) of the Nursing Practice Act. 

6. Section 2761 states, in pertinent part:
 

liThe board may take disciplinary action against a certified or licensed nurse or deny an
 

application for a certificate or license for any of the following: 

II(a) Unprofessional conduct, which includes;but is not limited to, the following: 

"(1) Incompetence, or gross negligence in carrying out usual certified or licensed nursing 

functions. 

II (d) Violating or attempting to violate, directly or indirectly, or assisting in or abetting the 

violating of, or conspiring to violate any provision or term of this chapter [the'Nursing Practice 

Act] or regulations adopted pursuant to it. ... II 

'7. Section 2762 states, in pertinent part: 

"In addition t9 'other acts constituting unprofessional conduct within the meaning of this 
, , 

chapter [the Nursing Practice Act], it is unprofessional'conduct for a person licensed under this 

chapter to do any of the following: 

II (a) Obtain or possess in violation oflaw, or prescribe, or except as directed by,a licensed 

physician and surgeon, dentist, or podiatrist administer to himself or herself, or furnish or 

administer to another, any controlled substance as defined in Division 10 (commencing with 
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1 Section 11000) of the Health and Safety Code or any dangerous drug or dangerous device as 

2 defined in Section 4022. 

3 II(b) Use any controlled substance as defined in Division 10 (commencing with Section 

4 11000) of the Health and Safety Code, or any dangerous drug or dangerous devic.'e as defined in 

Section 4022, or alcoholic beverages, to an extent or in a manner dangerous or injurious to 

6 himself or herself, any other person, or the public or to the extent that such use impairs his Or her 

7 ability to conduct with safety to the public the practice authorized by his or her license.. 

8 

9 II (e) Falsify, or make grossly incorrect, grossly inconsistent, or uniJ:;ttelligible entries in any 

hospital, patient, or other record pertaining to the substances described in subdivision (a) of this 

11 section. II 

12 8. Section 2764 provides that the expiration of a license shall not deprive the Board of 

13 jurisdiction to proceed with a disciplinary proceeding against the licensee or to render a decision 

14 imposing discipline on the license. Under section 2811, subdivision (b), the Board may renew an 

expired license at any time within eight (8) years after the expiration. 

16 REGULATORY PROVISION 

17 9. Cali~ornia Code of Regulations, title 16, section 1442 states: 

18 liAs used in Section 2761 of the code, 'gross,negligence! includes an extreme departure from 

19 the standard of care which, under similar circumstances, would have ordinarily been exercised by 

a competent registered nurse. Such an extreme departure means the repeated failure to provide 

21 nursing care as required or failure to provide care or to exercise ordinary precaution in a single 

22 situation which the nurse knew, o,r should have known, could hav~ jeopardized the client's health . 

23 or life." 

24 COST RECOVERY 

10. Section 125.3 provides, in pertinent part, that the Board may request the 

26 administrative law judge to direct a licentiate found to have committed a violation or violations of 

27 the licensing act to pay a sUm not to exceed the reasonable costs of the investigation and 

28 enforcement of the case. 
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CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES/DANGEROUS DRUGS 

11. Ambien, a trade name for Zolpidem Tartrate, a nonbarbitu!ate hypnotic, is a 

Schedule IV controlled substance pursuant to Health and Safety Code section 11057(d)(32); and 

categorized as a dangerous drug pursuant to section 4022. 

12. Ativan, a trade name for Lorazepam, is a Schedule IV controlled substance pursuant 

to Health and Safety Code section 11057(d)(16), and categorized as a dangerous drug pursua1;}t to 

section 4022. 

13. Bydrocodone, with trade names ofNorco and Vicodin, is a Schedule III controlled
 

substance pursuant to Health and Safety Code'section 11056(e)(4), and categorized as a
 

dangerous drug pursuant to section 4022.
 

14. Hydromorphone, with a trade name of Dilaudid, is an Opium derivative classified as
 

a Schedule II Controlled Substance pursuant to Health and Safety Code section 11055,
 

subdivision (b)(I)(k), and categorized as a dangerous drug pursuant to section 4022.
 

15. Morphine/Morphine Sulfate (extended release ;MS Contin), a narcotic substance, is a 

Schedule II controlled substance pursuant to Health and Safety Code Section 11055(b)(1)(M), 

and categorized as a dangerous drug pursuant to section 4022. 

16. Percocet (Oxycontin), a brand name formation of oxycodone hydrochloride, is a 

Schedule II controlled substance pursuant to He~th and Safety-Code section 11055(b)(1), and is 

.. categorized as a dangerous drug pursuant to section 4022. 
. . 

17. .Propoxyphene (Darvocet and Darvon) is a combination.drug containing 

acetaminophen, a Schedule IV controlled s:ubstances pursuant to Health and E?afety Code section 

11057(c)(2), and categor~zed as a dangerous drug pursuant to section 4022. 

18. Oxazepam (Serax), a benzodiazepine, is a Schedule III controlled sub~tance pursuant 

to Health and Safety Code section 11056(b)(2), and categorized as a dangerous drug pursuant to 

section 4022. 

19. Oxycodone, with a trade name of Percolone, is a synthetic opioid analgesic, a
 

scp,edule I~ controlled s-y.bstance pursuant to Health and Safety Code section 11 055(b)(1), and
 

categorized·as a dangerous.drug pursuant to section 4022.
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20. Restoril, a brand name for Temazepam, is a Schedule IV controlled substance 

p:ursuant to Health and Safety Code section 11 057(d)(29), and categorized as a dangerous drug 

pursuant to section 4022. 

FIRST CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE 

(False Records) 
• i' 

21. Respondent is subject to disciplinary action under section 2761, subdivision (a), and 

2762, subdivision (e), on the grounds of unprofessional conduct, in that on or about August 4, . . . 

2006,through September 7, 2006, while on duty as a registered nurse at Saint John's Health 

'Center, Santa Monica, California (SJHC), Respondent falsified, or made grossly incorrect, 

grossly inconsistent, or unintelligible entries in hospital, patient, or other record pertaining to 

controlled substances for patients, as follows: 

a. . In or about September 2006, SJHC administration conducted arandom audit of 

Respondent's controlled substance and dangerous drug withdrawals from the hospital's Omnicell1 

dispeJ?,sary. On or about randomly chosen days of August 4,6, 7 and 11, 2006, and September 4, 

5,6 and 7, 2006, Respondent'sOrnnic~ll transactions identified over 30 medication discrepancies 

involving 11 patients., and no record was found that she either administered or wasted the 

medications. 

b. Patient CR. 

1.) On or about August 4, 2006, physician's medication orders were Percocet 5/325mg 

tablet every 3 hours as needed for pain, and Percocet 5/325mg tablet every 3 hours as needed for 

severe pam.. 

2) On or about August~, 2006, at 10:36 PIJ:?, Respondent withdrew two (2) Percocet
 

5/325mg tablets. Respondent failed to document administration and / or wastage of two (2)
 
. . 

Percocet tablets on the patient's Medication administration Record (MAR) and / or Nurse's 

1 "Ornnicell" is a computerized single dose m~dication dispensing machine. The user enters a unique 
user identified, password and / or thumbprint 'scan in order to access and dispense medication 
from the machine. The machine records the user name, patient name, medication, dose, date and 
time of the dispensing/withdrawal. The Omnicell is integrated with hospital pharmacy inventory 
management systems. 
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Notes. 

3) Respondent failed to account for two (2) Percocet 5/325 mg tablets in any hospital 

record. 

c. Patient BK. 

1) On or about August 6 and 7, 2006, physician's medication orders were Percocet 

5/325mg tablet every 3 hours as needed for pain, and two (2) Percocet 5/325mg tablets every 3 

hours as needed for severe pain. 

2). On or about August '6, 2006, at 10:22 pm, Respondent withdrew tWo (2) 

Percocet 5/325mg tablets and failed to document administration and lor wastage of the two (2) 

Percocet tablets on the patient'&.MAR and 1or Nurse's Notes. 

3) On or about August 7,2006, at 01 :12 am, Respondent withdrew two (2) 

'Percocet 5/325mg tablets and failed to document administration and 1or wastage of the two (2) 

Percocet tablets on the patient's MAR and lor Nurse's Notes. 

4) On or about August 7, 2006, at 5:39 am, Respondent withdrew two (2) 

Percocet 5/325mg tablets. At 6:00 am, Respondent documented administration of one (1) 

rercocet tablet on the patient's MAR and failed to document admiriistration and lor wastage of 

the second one (1) Percocet tablet on the patient's MAR and lor Nurse's Notes. 

5) Respondent failed to account for five (5) Percocet 5/325 mg tablets ill any hospital 

record. 

d. Patient TF. 

1) On or about August 11, 2006, physician's medication orders were Percocet tablets 

eV,ery 3 hours as needed for pain, Vicodin 1 tablet every 3 hours as needed for mild pain, and 

Vicodin 2 tablets every 3 hours as needed for moderate pain. 

2) On or about August 11,2006, at 12:06 am, Respondent withdrew two (2) 

Percocet 5/325 mg tablets and failed to document administration and lor wastage of the two (2) 

Percocet tablets on the patient's MAR and lor Nurse's Notes. 

3) On or about August 11, 2006; at 2:30 am, Respondent wlthdrew two (2) 
, 

Vicodin 5/500 mg tablets and failed to document administration and lor wastage of the two (2) 

6 
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Vicodin tablets on the patient's MAR and / or Nurse's Notes. 

4) Respondent failed to account for two (2) Percocet 5/325 mg tablets andtwo (2) 

Vicodin 5/500 mg tablets in any hospital record. 

e. Patient EP. 

1) On or about August 4,2006, physician's medication. orders were Darvocet N-I00 (1) 

tablet every 4 hours as needed for severe pain, and Darvon 65mg (1) capsule every 4 hours as 

needed for severe pain.. 

2) On or .abolit August 4,2006, at 05:49 am, Respondent withdrew one (1) Darvocet 

N-I00 tablet and failed to document administration and / or wastage of the one (1) Darvocet 

N-I00 tablet on the patient's MAR and / or Nurse's Notes. 

3) On or about August 4,2006, at 5:49 am, Respondent withdrew one (1) Darvon 65mg 

capsule and failed to document administration and / or wastage ofthe one (1) Darvon65mg 

capsule on the patient's MAR and / or Nurse's Notes., 

4), On or about August 4,2006, at 08:35pm.., Respondent withdrew one (1) Darvocet 
I 

N.:.l 00 tablet and failed to document administration and ;. or wastage of the one (1) Darvocet 

N-I00·tablet on the patient's MAR and / or Nurse's Notes.. 

5) On or about August 4,2006, at 8:35 pm, Respondent withdrew one (1) Darvon 65 mg 

capsule and failed to document administration and'; or wastage of the one (1) Darvon 65mg 

capsule N-I00 tablets on the patient's MAR and / or Nurse's 

6) Respondent failed to account for two (2) Darvocet N-l 00 tablets and two (2) Darvon 

capsules in any hospital record. 

f. . Patient KB.
 

1) On or about September 4,5, and 6, 2006, physician's medication orders were
 

.Oxycodone (Percolone) 10mg every 3 hours as needed for pain, Ambien 10rog as neede.d for 

insomnia, (2) Norco 10/325 tablets every 3 hours as needed for severe pain, M?rphine Sulfate 

4mg IV every 3 hours as needed for pain, and Morphine Sulfate 6mg N every 3 hours as needed " 

for severe pain. 

2)	 On or about September 4,2006, at 6:06 am, Respondent withdrew two (2) 15mg MS. 

7 
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Contin tablets. Respondent recorded onthe patient's MAR administration of one (1) I5mg MS 

Contin, and failed to ~ocum~nt administration and / or wastage of one (1) I5mg MS Contin on 

the patient's MAR and / or Nurse's Notes. 

3) On or about September 5, 2006, at 12:49 pm, Respondent withdrew two (2) Percolone 

(Oxycodone) 5mg tablets and failed to document administration and / or wastage of the two (2) 

Percolone tablets. 

'4) On or about September 5, 2Q06, at 3:52 pm, Respondent withdrew two (2) Percolone 

(Oxycod~ne)5mg tablets and failed to document administration and / or wastage of the two (2) 

Percolone tablets. 

5) On or about September 6, 2006, at 12:04 a.m., Respondent withdrew two (2) 

Percolone (Oxycodone) 5mg tablets and failed to document administration and / or wastage ofthe 

two (2) Percolone tablets. 

6) On or about September 6, 2006, at 2:56 a.m., Respondent withdrew two (2) Percolone 

(Oxycodone) 5mg tablets. Respondent charted as administering two (2) Percolone (Oxycodone) 

5mg tablets on September 6, 2006; at 2:00 a.m. Respondent charted as administering two (2) 

tablets of Percolone (Oxycodone) 5mg to patient "KB" prior to actually removing said 

medications from the medication chart. 

7) On or about September 6, 2006, at 2:1~ a.m., Respondent withdrew two (2) Norco 

10/325mg tablets. Respondent charted as administering two (2) Norco 10/325mg tablets on 

September 6, 2006, at 2:00 a.m. Respondent charted as administering two (2) tablets of Norco 

10/325mg tablets to patient "KB" prior to actually removing said medications from the 

medication chart. 

8) On or about September 6, 2006, at 6:33 a.m., Respondent withdre'Y two (2) Percolone 

(Oxycodone) 5mg tablets. Respondent charted as administering two (2) Percolone (Oxycodone) 

5mg tablets on September 6, 2006, at 6:20 a.m. Respondent charted as admini~tering two (2) 

tablets of Percolone (Oxycodone) 5mg to patient "KB" prior,to actually removing said 

medications from the medication chart. 

9) On or about September 6, 2006, at 4:07 pm, Respondent withdrew one (1) Morphine 

8 
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8mg syringe and failed to document administration and / or wastage of the 8mg Morphine 

syringe. 

10) Respondent failed to account for one 15mg MsContin tablets, six (6) 5mg Percolone 

tablets, and one (1) 8mg Morphine syringe in any hospital record.. 

11) Respondent ch~ed as administering two (2) doses of Percolone Oxycodone) 5mg 

tablets to patient "KB" on September 6, 2006 at 2:00 a.m. and another two (2) doses of Percolone 

Oxycodone) 5mg tablets at 6:20 a.m. prior to actually removing said medications from the 

medication chart. 

12) Further, Respondent charted as administering two (2) tablets ofNorco 10/325mg 

tablets to patient "KB" on September 6, 2006 at 2:00 a.m. prior to actually removing said 

medications from the medication chart. 

g. Patient IN.
 

1) Physician's medication orders were as follows:
 

1. September 4, 2006, at 8:30 am, Oxycontin 60mg by mouth, twice daily, Norco 

and Vicodin discontinued, and Percolone 5mg by mouth every 4 hours as needed for 

breakthrough pain. 

11.	 September 4,2006, at 5:30 pm, Dilaudid IV 2mg every 2 hours as needed for 
-

breakthrough pain, and Norco 10/325 mg 2 by mouth every 4 hours as needed for breakthrough 

pain. 

2) O~ or about S~ptember 4, 2006, at 4:27 am, Respondent withdrew two (2) Vicodin 

5/500 JJ+g tablets and failed to document administration and / or wastage of the two Vicodin 

tablets. 

3) On or about September 4,2006, at 10:00 pm, Respondent withdrew two (2) Ambien 

5mg tablets and failed to document adniiJ,1istration and / or wastage of the two (2) 5mg Ambien 

tablets. 

. 4) On or. about September 4,2002, at 10.:22 pm, Respondent withdrew one (1) 5mg 

Percolone (Oxycodone) tablet and failed to document administration and / or wastage of the 

Percolone tablet. 
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5) On or about September 5, 2006, at 2:25 am, Respondent withdrew one (1) Percolone 

5~g tabl~t. At 1:00 am, a ti~e prior to the Omnicell's recorded withdrawal by Respondent, 

Respondent documented administration of one (1) Percolone 5mg tablet. 

6) On or about September 5, 2006, at 4:50 am, Respondent documented administration 

of Hydromorphone 2mg IV p1.;lsh, and the Omnicell failed to record her withdrawal of the one (1) 

Hydromorphone 2mg vial. 

7) On or about September 5, 2006, at 8:26 pm, Respondent witp.drew 1;Wo (2) Ambien 

5mg tablets and failed to document administration and lor wastage of the two (2) Ambien tablets. 

8) On or about September 6, 2006; at 12:05 am, Respondent withdrew two (2) Norco 

10/325 mg tablets and failed to document administration and lor wastage of the two (2) Norco 

tablets. 

9) Respondent charted as administering two (2) tablets ofNorco 10/325mg tablets to 

patient ''IN'' on September 6, 2006 at 6:30 a.m. prior to actually removing said medications from 

the medication chart at 6:32 a.m. 

10) On or about September 6, 2006, at 9:44 pm, Respondent withdrew two (2) Ambien 

5mg tablets and failed to document administration and 1or wastage of the two (2) Ambien tablets.. 
. . 

11) Respondent charted as adniinistering two (2) tablets ofNorco 10/325mg tablets to 

patient ''IN'' on September 5; 2006 at 9:00 p.m., yet there is no record that Respondent removed 

said medications from the medication chart at or about 9:00 p.m. 
. . 

.12) Respondent failed to account for two (2) Vicodin 5/500mg tablets, six (6) Ambien 

5mg tablets, and two (2) Norco 10/325 tablets in any hospital record. 

13) Further, Respondent charted as administering two {2) tablets ofNorco 10/325mg 

tablets to patient ''IN'' on September 6, 2006 at 6:30 a.m., prior to actually removing said 

medications from the medication chart. 

14) Respondent charted as administering two (2) tablets of Norco 10/325mg tablets to 

patient ''IN'' on September 5, 2006 at 9:00 p.m., yet there is no record that Respondent removed 

said medications from the medication chart. 
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h. Patient FE. 

1) On or about September 6, 2006, physician's medication orders were Morphine 

Sulfate 2mg IV every 6 hours as needed for .pain, one (1) Percocet tablet every 3 hours as needed 

for pain, one (1) Vicodin 5/500mg tablet every 3 hours as needed for mild pain, and two (2) 

Vicodin 5/500mg tablets every 3 hours as needed for moderate pain. 

2) On or about Septembe~ 6,2006, at 6:14 am, Respondent withdrew one (1) 

Oxycodone/Apap 5/325mg tablet and failed to document administration and lor wastage of the 

one OxycodonelApap tablet. 

3) On or about September 6, 2006, at 4:08 pm, Respondent withdrew one (1) Morphine 

2mg syringe and failed to document administration and 1or wastage of the Morphine syringe. 

4) On or about September 6, 2006, at 11 :31 pm, Respondent withdrew two (2) Vicodin 

5/325 mg tablets and failed to document administration and 1or wastage of the two (2) Vicodin 

tablets. 

5) Respondent failed to account for one (l) OxycodonelApap tablet, one (1) Morphine 

2mg syringe, and two (2) Vicodin 5/325mg tablets in any hospital record. 

1. Patient DB. 

1) On or about September 4,5 and 6, 2006,physician's medication orders were 

Hydromorphqne/Apap (Norco) 10/325mg (1) tablet every 3 hours as needed for pain, and 

Lorazepam (Ativan) Img IV every 6 hours as needed for agitation. 

2) On or about September 4, 2006, at 12:13 am, Respondent withdrew one (1) Norco 

10/325 tablet and failed to document administration and lor wastage of the one (1) Norco tablet. 

3) On or about September 4,2006, .at 4:28 am, ResJ?ondent withdrew one (1) Norco 

10/325 tablet and failed tq document administration and 1or wastage of the one (1) Norco tablet. 

4) On or about September 5, 2006, at 12:50 am, Respondent withdrew one (1) Norco 

10/325 tablet and failed to document administration and 1or wast~ge of the one (1) Norco tablet. 

15) On or about Septembe~, 5,2006, at 5:00 am, Respondent documented administration 

of one (1) Ativan 2mg/1ml vial, yet there is no record that Respondent removed said 

medications from the medication chart at or about 5:00 p.m. 

11 
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60mg tablet and failed to document administration and lor wastage of the one (1) MS Contin 

60mg tablet. 

5) On or about September 7,2006, at 12:52 am, Respondent withdrew two (2) Ambien 

5mg tablets and failed to document administration and lor wastage of the two (2) Ambien tablets. 

6) On or about September 7,2006, at 5:06 am, Respondent withdrew one (1) MS Contin 

15mg tablet and failed to document administration and lor wastage of the one (1) MS Contin 

15mg tablet. 

7) Respondent.failed to account for three (3) MS Contin 60 mg tablets, two MS Contin 

15mg tablets, and two (2) Ambien 5mg tablets in any hospital record. 

. 8) Further, Respondent charted as administering one (1) tablet of MS Contin 60mg on 

September 7, 2006, prior to actually removing said medication from the medication chart at 5:06 

a.m. 

k. Patient MR. 

1) On or about September 4, 2006, physician's medication orders were 

Vicodin 5/500mg 2 tablets every 3 hours as needed for moderate pain, Davocet N-I00mg 1 tablet 

eve~y 3 hours as needed for mild pain, and Darvocet N-1 OOmg 2 tablets every 3 hours as needed 

for moderate pain. 

2) On or about September 4, 2006, at 12: 12 am, Respondent withdrew two (2) Vicodin 

5/500mg tab,lets and failed to document admiriistration and lor wastage of the two (2) Vicodin 

5/500mg tablets. 

3) On or about September 4,2006, at 2:48 am, Respondent withdrew two (2) Darvocet 

1OOmg tablets and failed to document administration and I or wastage of the two (2) Darvocet 

tablets. 

4) On or about September 4, 2006, at 4:28 am, Respondent withdrew two (2) Vicodin 

5/500mg tablets and failed to document administration and lor wastage of the two (2) Vicodin 

5/500mg tablets. 

5) Respondent failed to account for four (4) Vicodin 5/500mg tablets, and two (2) 

Darvocet 1OOmg tablets in any hospital record. 
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1. Patient EM. 

1) On or about September 6 and 7,2006, physician's medication orders were Restoril 

15mg capsule at bedtime, as needed, and Vicodin 5/500mg 1 tablet every 4 hows as needed for 

pain. 

2) On or about September 6, 2006, at 9:44 pm, Respondent withdrew one (1) Restoril 

15mg capsule and failed to document administration and / or wastagy of the one (1) Restoril 

capsule. 

3) On or about September 7, 2006, at 12:51 am, Respondent withdrew one (1) Vicodin 

5/500mg tablet and failed to document administration and / or wastage of the one (1) Vicodin 

tablet. Furthermore, Patient EM documented denial of receiving the one ,(1) Vicodin tablet 

withdrawn by Respondent for administration to him. 

4) Respondent failed to account for one (1) Restoril15mg capsule, and one (1) Vicodin 

5/5/00mg tablet in any hospital record. 

5) Respondent charted as administering one (1) Vicodin 5/500mg tablet on September 6, 

2006 at 9:00 p.m., prior to actually removing said medication from the medication chart at 9:44 

p.m. 

6) Further, Respondent charted'as administering one (1) Vicodin 5/500mg tablet on . ­

S~ptember 7, 2006 at 4:30 a.m., prior to 'actually removing said medication from the me9ication 

chart at 5:08 a.m. 

SECOND CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE 

(Illegally Obtain/Possess Controlled Substances / Dangerous Drugs) 

22. Respondent is subject to disciplinary action under sections 2761, subdivision (a), and 

2762, subdivision (a), on the grounds of unprofessional conduct, in that on or between August 4, 

2006 and September 7, 2006, while on duty as a registered nurse at SJHC, Respondent obtained 

or possessed in violation of law controlled substances and dangerous drugs. Complaint refers to 

and by this reference incorporates the allegations set forth above in paragraph 21, inclusive, as 

though set forth fully. 
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(Gross Negligence) 

24. Respondent is subject to disciplinary action under section 2761, subdivision (a)(1), on 

the grounds of unprofessional conduct, in that while employed as a registere8. nurse at SJMC, 

Respondent demonstrated acts of gross negligence, an extreme departure of repeated acts, as 

follows: 

1) Respondent failed to provide nursing care that ensures no harm to come to one's 

patients due to failure to properly assess, treat, and / or withhold pain medications without cause 

and / or for personal reasons. 
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2) . Respondent obtained and / or possessed controlled substances in violation of law. 

3) Respondent tested positive for Oxazepam (Serax) and Propoxyphene (Darvon) 

without having valid prescriptions. 

Complaint refers to and by this reference incorporates the allegations set forth above in 

paragraphs 21 - 23, inclusive, as though set forth fully. 

FIFTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE 

(Unprofessional Conduct) 

25. Respondent is subject to disciplinary action under section 2761, subdivision (a), in 

that Respondent committed acts of unprofessional conduct. Complaint refers to and by this 

reference incorporates the allegati~ns set forth above in paragraphs 21 - 24, inclusive, as though 

set forth fully. . 

SIXTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINE 

(Unprofessional Conduct) 

26. Respondent is subject to disciplinary action under section 2761, subdivision (a), on 

the grounds of unprofessional conduct, in that on or about February 17,2000, Respondent was 

charged with one count of violating Penal Code section 484(a) [petty theft2] in the criminal 

proceeding entitled The People ofthe State ofCalifornia v. Marianne Oro Daveditt (Super. Ct. 

Los Angeles County, 2000, Case No. OCU00295). On April 5, 2002, Courtordered Complaint be 

amended to add violation of Penal Code section 415 [disturbing the peace]. On AprilS, 2002, 

after pleading nolo contendre, Respondent was convicted of one count of violating Penal Code 

section 415 [disturbing the peace]. Respondent was fined. 

27. The circumstances of the conviction are that on or about January 15, 2000, 

Respondent stole, took, arid carried away the personal property of another3
, to wit: COSTCO 

store in Cu1vei' City, California. Respondent was arrested in the COSTCO store loss prevention 

agent, Adrain Padilla and subsequently arrested by the Culver City Police Department. 

2 A crime of dishonesty. and moral turpitude
 
3 An act involving dishonesty
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DISCIPLINE CONSIDERATIONS 

28. To determine the degree of discipline, Complainant alleges that on or about 

Se1?tember 27, 1993, in a prior disciplinary action entitled jn the Matter ofthe Accusation Against 

Marianne P. Oro aka Marianne Delapena Oro, Case No. 89~92, before the Board ofRegistered 

Nursing, Respondent's license was revoked, the revocation was immediately stayed, and she was 

placed on probation for three (3) years subject to certain terms and conditions. The Decision is 

attached herein as Exhibit "A" and incorporated herein in full as if set fortp. fully. 

29. On or about May 23, 1989, Respondent was convicted with one coUnt of violating 

Penal Code sections 182 and 134 [conspiracy to prepare false documents4
] in the criminal 

proceeding entitled The People ofthe State ofCalifornia v. Marianne Oro Daveditt (Super. Ct. 

Los Angeles County, 1989, Case No. A973111). Said crime of conspiracy to prepare false 

documents is substantially related to the qualifications, functions, and duties of a Board licensee. 
, . 

As a result of the conviction, the imposition.of sentence was suspended and Respondent was 

placed on probation for three (3) years on condition that she performs a minimum of one hundred 

(100) hours of community service at the direction ofthe Probation Department. 

30: The circumstances of the disciplinary action are that on or about April of 1988, 

Respondent was asked by.her twin sister, Marilou P. O!O, if Respop.dent mew anyone for whom 

Marilou could take a nurse's licensing examination in exchange for money. Respondent gave the 

name and telephone number,of her sister Marilou to a nurse's aide named Pira who had earlier 

failed the examination for a licensed vooational nurse's license. Such conduct involved an act of 

dishonesty. 

PRAYER 

WHEREFORE, Complainant requests that a hearing be held on the matters herein alleged, 

and that following the hearing, the Board of Registered Nursing issue a decision: 

1. Revoking or suspending Registered Nurse License No. 4248~2, issued to Marianne 

0. Davedeit; 

4 A felony and c~ime involving moral turpitude. 
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1 2. Ordering Marianne O. Davedeit to pay the Board the reasonable costs of the 

2 investigation and enforcement of this case, pursuant to section 125.3; and, 

3 3. Taking such other and further action as deemed necessary and proper. 
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BEFORE THE
 
BOARD OF REGISTERED NURSING
 

DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
 
. STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter 'of the F.irst· Amended ) 
Acus~tion Against: )

) 
MARIANNE··P . ORO ) Case No. 89-92 
aka .Marianne Delapena Oro )
 

License No ~ E'-424802, 

. Respondent. 

15518 South Broadway Street ) OAR No.. L-59~03 

Gardena, CA 90248; ) 
)
)
)
) 

. ) 

DECISION. 

The attached Proposed Decision of the Administrative 
.Law .Judge is hereby adopted by the Board of .RegisteredNursingas 
its Decision in the above-entitled matter. 

This Decision shall become effective on September 27, 1993 .. 

IT IS SO' 'ORDERED this . 27 t h day of August, 1993 

BOARD OF REGISTERED NURSING 
DEPARTMENT OF.CONSUMER AFFAIRS 
STAT~. OF CALIFORNIA 

If 



..
 
.
 .,

~ 

BEFORE THE 
, BOARD OF REGISTERED NURSING 
,~DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER'AFFAIRS 

S,TATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter of the First Amended 
Accusation Against: ' 

)
)
 
) 

MARIANNE P. ORO ) No . 8'9:-82 
aka MARIANNE DELAPENA ORO 
15518 South Broadway Street 
Gardena,' CA 90248, 

)
)
 
) L-59103'
 
)
)
License No. E-424B02, 
).. 

Respondent. )
 

-------------_--.:_---) 

PROPOSED DECISION 

This matter was heard by Vincent Nafarrete, 
Administrative Law Judge of the'Office of Administrative 
Hearings, at Lo·s 'Angel-es, california, on' March 30, 19·9'3'. 
complainant' was represented, by Earl R. Plowman, Deputy Attorney 
General. Respondent was present during the hear:ing and 
represented by Gerald Klaus.ner, Attorney at. Law. 

For pU,rposes o·f hearing, this matter was consolidated 
and heard together with the Matter of t.he First Amended 
Accusation against Marianne, P. Oro, aka Marianne Delapena Oro, . 
case no·. 5171, L-59102, and the Matter of the First Amended 
Accusation against Marilou P. Oro, case no .. '5164, L-.59'l05, befo·re 
the Board of Voc.ational Nurse and psychiatric ,Technician 
'Examiners, as we].l as the Matter o·f the First Amended 
Accusation ag·airist Ma,rilou P. Oro, case no ..89-73', L-59104, 
before the Board o:f Reg.istered Nursing_ ' 

Oral· and documentary evidence having been received and 
the matter subm~tted for decis.ion, the, Administrative Law Juqge 
find~ as ftillows: 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

1. The Administrative Law Judge takes official notice~ that, on November, 21, 1989,. the First Amended Accusation was 

I

made and issued by Catherine M. Puri, ·R.N., Ph.D.. , solely in her 
offi6ial capacity as Ex~cutive Officer, Board 'of Registered 
Nursing I Department of Consume'r Affairs I state of California 
(hereafter Board). . 
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2. On September 25; 1985, the Board issued registered
nurse's license, ,no. 424802 to 'Marianne P,. Oro, also known as 
Marianne O. D.avepeit and Marianne P. Oro Davedeit (hereafter 
resp9ndemt). Said license expires on June 30, 1993,' and is in 
full· force and effect. ' 

3. (A) On May 23, 1989, before the Superior Court of 
California, County of Los Angeles, State of C'alifornia, in people 
v. Marianne Delapena Oro, case no., A973111, respondefit was ~
 
convicted on her plea 'of nolo contendere of violating Penal Code
 
Sections 182 and'134 (conspiracy to prepare false documents), a
 
felony and crime involving moral ,turpitude.
 

(B) As a result of the conviction, imposition of 
~entence was suspended and responderit was placed on probation for 
three years on condition that she perform a minimum of 100 hours 
of community service at the direction of the, Probation 
Department. 

(C) Said crime of conspiracy to prepare false 
documents is substantially related to the qualifications, 
functions, and duties ,of a Board licensee. Honesty and integrity 
are qualities required of a registered,'nurse., ' , 

4,. The facts arid circ\lmst,ances of respondent I s offense 
are as follows: 

a. In early April 1988, respondent was asked by he!;" 
'twin	 sister Marilou, P. Oro.if res,pondent knew anyone for whom 
Marilou P. Oro could, take a nurse's 'licensing examination,for 
money. Marilou P. Oro told respondent she desperately needed 
money due to financial and gambling problems. Marilou P. Oro was 
in the midst of ,dissolving her marriage, her house was 'in 
foreclosure, and she was pregnant with her third child. At all 
times relevant herein, Marilou P. Oro was licensed as a 
registered nurse 'and held anexpiredvocati6n~;J.. nurse 1 s li,c?nse. 
,Respondent felt 'sorry for her sister and gave:her the name of 
Esmat Pira (hereafter Pira)~ 

,b. Respondent worked w,ith'Pira at the Berk.ley East
 
Convalescent 'Hospital' in Santa ,Monica'Ylhere respondent was
 
employed as a nursing supervisor and Pira was employed as a'
 
nurse's aide,. Respondent Wi:3,S 'aware that Pira had ea'rlier f.ailed
 
an examination for a licensed vocational nurse's license. 'She
 
gave Pira' the name and te,lephone number ,of her sister Marilou P,.
 
Oro.
 

c~ On or about April 14, 1988, Marilou ~. Oro met Pira 
in Santa Monica and together ,they went to Pira1s apartment. On 
said date, the two of them entered 'into an agreement whereby, 
M'arilou P. Oro was to impers6nat~Pira and take on behaIT' of Pira 
the~ational Council LiGensure Examination for Practical Nurses 
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(hereafter licensing examination), which was scheduled to be 
given on April 19, 1988, at the Los ,Angeles Convention Center, 
and whereby Pira was to pay Ma~ilou P. Oro the sum of $1,000.00. 

d. On or about April 14, 1988, Marilou P. oro and Pira 
went'·to the latter's b~nk. Pira withdrew $1,000.00 and gave said 

,sum	 to Marilou P. Oro. Marilou P. Oro asked'for and received 
Pira 's' admission c.ard to said licensing examination. 

e. On April 19, ,1988, at t.he Los Angeles Convention 
. Center , Marilou P. Oro caused her photograph to be attached to 
Pira's examination admission ca~d. Thereupon, Marilou p~ Oro 
impersonated Pira and took said licensing examination for and on 
behalf of Pira. Subsequently, Pira received a passing score for 
said licensing examination. 

f. On 'April 19, .1988, said licensing examination 
con$tituted a licensing examination which the Board of Vocational 
Nurse and psychiatric Technician Examiners required an applicant 
to pass for issuance of a licertse to practice as a licensed 
vocational nurse. . ' 

, 5.. (A) After introducing Marilou P. Oro and' Pira to 
each other, respondent ,took no furtheracti.on and had no 'further' 
partin ·t};leir scheme to subvert said licensing 'examination. 
Respondent did not impersonate an examinee or subvert a licen~ing 
~xamination. Respondent did not arrange o·r make arrangements 
for her ,sister Marilou ,P. Oro to impersonate examinee Pira or to 
take said 1icensing examination .forPira. 

(B) Marilou P. Oro and Pira made their own 
agreement and arrangements to su1?vert said licensing examination 
without further co1lusion from respondent'. Respondent did not 
receive any remuneration from ·theirscheme of subversion. She , 
felt sorry for her sister and wanted to help her. 

6.. (A) It was not established that responCient
attempted to' subvert said licensing examination by arranging 'for 
Marilou P. Oro to impersonate Pira in order to take said 
licensing examination for Pira at the La,s Angeles Convention, 
Center on April 19, 1988, or any other date. 

, , 

(B) It was not established' that respondent engaged 
in conduct which subverted a licensing examination or attempted 
to subvert a licensing examination in violation o·f Business and' 
,Professions Code Section 123. 

7. (A) It was not established that respondent arranged 
for 'Maril6u P. Oro to impersonate Pira in o,rder to take said 
licensing examination for Pira at the Los Angeles Convention ( 
cent~i on April 19, 1988, or any other date. 
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(B) It was not established that respondent
impersonated any other person or permitted or aided any person in 
any manner to impersonate respondent iIi .connection with any 
examination for a license in vi61ation of Bus~ness and 
Professiohs Code Section 2797 .. 

8. Respondent demonstr~tes remorse for her condu6t in 
introducing the parties to the scheme to one another .. She 
recognizes that het conduct was wropg and demonstrates poor. 
judgment. 

9. Respondent completed the 100 hours .of community 
service.. She has successfully completed 'all of the terms and 
conditions'of said probation and is no longer on probation for 
her offense. 

10 .. On August 5, 1992, a Superior Court Judge granted 
respondent1s petition expunging her conviction'un~er Penal Code 
Section 1203.4. As a result, respondent's plea was set as~de and 
the criminal complaint was dismissed.. . . 

11. Respondent has ho other convictions or prior 
disciplinary history . 

.12. Respondent received a bachelor of .science degree i.n 
nursing from ~he Manila Doctor's college of Nursing and Liberal 
Arts in the Philippines in April 1980. 

13. Respondent has been'a registered nurse for five
 
years~ Respondent has also held a vocational nurse's license
 
issued by the Board of Vocational Nurse and .Psychiatric .
 
Technician Examiners since September 24, 1985. Said vocational
 
nurse's license is inactive at the.present time.
 

14.. From Ju;Ly1987 through April 1988, respondent 
worked as a licensed'vocational nurse qt the Berkley East 
Convalescent Hospital. She also worked at Country Villa Westwood 
in Los Angeles as a licensed vocational nurse and registered 
nurse. 

15. Beginning in August 1988 and continuing to the 
present time, respondent has been employed as .a registered nurse 
at the. Santa Monica Hospital Medical Center. During this .. 
approximate five year period ~t said hospital,' respondent has 
be.en working as a charge or head nurse iJ,1 the Center. for Extended 

'Care,	 a skilled nursing facility. B.espondentis well regarded as 
a competent, reliable, dedicated, .and trustworthy charge nurse by 
doctors and the administrator of said. facility. . 

16. Respondent is 35 years old. For the past six
 
years, she has b~en married, to a graphic: artist and lives w~th
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him in Marina Del Rey. Respondent also provides support to her 
two children from a former marriage. 

17. Respondent has not seen her sister Marilou P. Oro
 
in the last 18 months. She believes that Pira has ret~rned to
 
her native country of Iran.
 

* * * * * 

Pursuant to' the foregoing findings 6f fact~, the
 
Administrative Law Judge makes the following determination 6£
 
issues:
 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
, . 

l~ Grounds exist to revoke or suspend respondent's

registered nurse I s license .pursuant to Business ,and Professions
 
Code Sections 490 and 2761(f), in that respondent has been
 
convicted of a crime involving moral turpitude, which is
 
substantially related to the qualifications, functions, and
 
duties of a registered nurse, as set forth. in Findings 3 - 4'
 
above ..
 

2. Grounds do not exist ~o r.evoke or suspend
respondent's registered nurse's license pursuant to Business and 
Professions Code Section 496, in that it was not established that 
respondent attempted to subvert. a licensing examination in 
violation of Business.and Profess~ons Code Section 123, as set 
forth in Findings .5 - 6 above. 

. 3 . Grounds' do not exist to revoke or suspend 
respondent's registered·p.urse's license pursuant to Business and 
Professions Code.Section 2761(d), in that it was not established 
that respondent violated B~siness and Professions Code Section 
2797, as set forth in Findings 5 - 7 above. 

4. Defenses. Respondent did not establish that she 
was disadvantaged or prejudiced by any delay in the adjudication 
of this disciplinary matter. Accordingly, respondent's motion 
to dismiss the First Amend.ed Accusation on the. grounds of la'ches 

. is denie.d. 

5. Mitig·ation/Rehabilitation. Respondent played a 
minor, albeit ~ssential, rol~ in her sister's and co-worker1s 
subversion of a nurse's licensing examination.. Said parties 
would not have knowno't each other's needs or made their . 
a~rangements to subvert Said licensing examination. without 
respondent. Nevertheless t. respondent did not ·herself impersonate 
any examinee or' subve.rt any licens ing examination. She did not 
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profit from their illegal scheme. Respondent introduced her' 
sister and her co-worker to each other by giving them each· 
other's names and a telephone number. 

. , 

Furthermore, respondent demonstrates remorse for her 
conduct. She has also completed probation for her conviction and 
has had her conviction expunged pursuant to Penal Code Section 
1203.4. Since her offense, respondent ·has been employed for 
almost five years as a charge nurse at Santa Monica Hospital 
Medical Center and has performed her nursing duties in a 
competent ahd skillful mann~r. Respondent has no other 
convictions or prior .disciplinary histQry. 

Accordingly, while disciplinary action is warranted, 
revocation of respondent's registered nurse's license is too 
harsh of a penalty under the circumstances of this matter. 
Respondent showed bad judgment as well as disregard for the law 
and the integrity of the·nurses's.licensing process by helping
her twin sister. She does not, however, present a danger to the 
public interest andwelf~re, based on Findings 5 and 8 - 17 
above .. 

* * * * * 

WHEREFORE, THE FOLLOWING ORDER is hereby made; 

ORDER 

Registered nurse's license no. 424802 and licensing 
rights issued by the Board of Registered Nursing ·to respondent 
Marianne .P. Oro, also known as Marianne Delapena Oro, Marianne .P. 
Oro Davedeit, and Marianne O. Davedeit;·are revoked, based on 
Conclusio'ns of Law no. 1; provided, however', said'order of 
revocation shall be stayed and respondent placed on probation to 
the Board "for three (3) years under the following. terms and 
conditions: 

1.. Respondent shall obey all federal" state, and local 
laws as well as the rules and regulations'of the Board of 
Reg.istered. Nurs ing governing the practice of nurs ing in 
California. In the event of any v.iolation of law. by respondent, 
she shall report and provide a detailed account of all such 
violations of lawt? 'the Board in writing within 72 hours of such 
occurrence. 

2. Respondent shailfully comply with the terms and 
condition~ of the probation' program established by the Board and 
cooperate with representatives of 'the Board in its monitoring and 
invest.igation of respondent's compliance with the program. 
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3. D~ring the period of probation, respondent shall 
appear in person at' interviews or meetings as directed by the 
Board or i-t'-sdesignated repre.sentatives. 

4. Any periods' o.f residency ·or 'practice' of nursing 
outside of California will not apply to the reduction of said 
probationary term. Respondent shall provide written notice to 
the Board within 15 days of any change of residency or practice
outside of this state. . 

5. During the period .of probation, respondent shall 
submit wr.itten' reports or declarations and verifications of 
actions 'under penalty of perjury when required by the Board. 
Said declarations shall contain statements pertinent to 
respondent's compliance with all terms and conditions of the 
Board's probation program. Respondent shall execute and sign 
immediately upon receipt all release of info~mation forms as 
required by the Board or its representatiyes. 

6. Respondent shall engage in the practice
\ 

of 
professional nursing in California fora minimum of 24 hours per 
w~ek (as·determined by the Board) for six consecutive months 
during the period of probation. As provided by Business and . 
'Professions	 Code ,section 273.2 ,respondent shall not engage in the 
practice of registered nursing without holding a license which is 
in act'ive status. . 

7. Respondent shall info-rm the Board prior to the 
commencement cf work of the name of each employer or agency for . 
which she provides nursing services. Respondent shall inform her 
employer of the reason for and the terms of. conditions of 
probation as well as prOVide a copy of, the Board's deci~ion and 
'order to her employer and immediate' supervisor.. Respondent shall 
cause her employer to submit perfo.rmance evaluations and other 
reports as r.equested by -the Board. Respondent shall also notify 

i 

i.	 the Board in writi.t:J:g within 72 hours· aft'er termination of any 
, nursing employment.. Any notification of terminat.ion of 

employment given to the BoarG: shall contain a full explanation
and reasons for such termination. . 

8 .. Respondent shall. practice nursing under the minimum 
supervision of a registered nurse in good standing (no current . 
discipline) with the Board of Registered Nursing. Re~pondent may 
work as a charge o~ head nurse. . 

, 

9. Respondent may also work for a nurses' registry;' 
--j te~porary nurses I agencYi home care agency; in-house nursing 

I 

! pool; as a nursing supe:r:visor'; as -a faculty member in an approved 
school of nursing; or as an instructoJ;: in a Board-approved· 
continuing educatio~ program. 
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1 0 • Respondent shall take and successfully complete a 
course in ethics. Said course shall be in addition to any 
course(s) required for license renewal. Within sixty, (60) days 
of the effective date of this Decision, the Board will advise 
respondent of the number of course hours required to meet 'this 
requirement. Within thirty, (30) days thereafter, respondent 
shall submit a plan to comply with this requirement. The Board 

,must first approve such plan before respondent may enroll in any 
course of study. Respondent shall successfully, complete said 
required remedial course no later than the end of the first year 
of probation. Upon successful completion of said 
respondent shall immediately cause the instructor 
proof of completion to the,Board. 

course, 
to furn,i,sh 

, 

11.. In the evep.t that respondent violates any teJ;:"m or 
condition of probation, the Board, after giving ,respondent pr.oper 
notice and an opportunity to be heard, may set aside the stay, 
order and impose the disciplinary order set forth hereinabove. 
If, during the period of probation, a~ accusation is filed 
against respondent's license, the probatfonary period shall be 
automatically extended and shall not expire until the accusation', 
has been aBjudicated by the Board. ' 

12., Upon successful, completion of probation, 
respondent1s license will be full restored. 

DATED:
 

VINCENT NA ,ARRETE , 
Administra ive Law Judge 
Dffice of ministrative Hearings 
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COURT PAPER 
ST...T!!: of CAl.IFORNIA 
5TO, 113 (I'lO:V. B·7ZI 

as 34769 

~ .... :. 

JOHN K. VAN DE KAMP; Attorney Ge~eral 

of the State of California 
EARL R. PLOWMAN; 

Deputy Attorney General 
3580 Wilshire Boulevard 
Los A~geles, California 90010 
T~lephone: (213) 736-2031 

Attorneys for Complaina~t 

'BEFORE THE 
BOARD OF 'REGISTERED NURSING 

DEPARTMENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS 
STATE O~ CALIFORNIA 

I~ the Matter of the Accusation ) 'NO. 89-92 
Ag'ainst,: ) 

) 
MARIANNE P. ORO: aka ) FIRST AMENDED 
MARIANNE DELAPENA ORO ) ACCUSATION 
15518 So. Broadway Street, ) 

'Gardena, CA 90248 ) 
~icense No. E 424802 ) 

) 

Respondent. ) 

-.,..------:"........,.-:-----:---:-::,...--=---:-----,~-::----=,..,...--::""'""- )
Catherine M. Puri, R.N., Ph.D~, for causes for 

I' 

discipline, alleges~ 

1. Compla inant Catherine M. Puri, R. N. '. Ph. D,. , 

makes and files this first am~nded accusation in her 

official capacity as Executive Officer, Board of Registered 

NursiRg~ Department of Consumer Affairs. This first amended 
I 

accusation £upersedes.and replaces nunc pro tunc the 

accusation heretofore filed~ 

2. On April 30, 1988, the Board of Registered 

Nursing' issued registered Fl.urse licEmse number E 424802 to 
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Marianne P. Oro, also known as Marianne Delapena Oro. ' The 

license was in 'full force and effect at all tim,es pertinent 

herein and has been renewed through June 30, 1991 .. 

3. Under Business and Professions Code section 

2750, the Board of Registered Nursing may discipline 'any 

licensee, including a licensee holdit'l.g a temporary or a11 

inactive license, for any reason provided in Article 3 of 

the, Nursing Practice Act. 

Under Business and Professions Code section 496, 

the board may" rev'oke., suspe!'ld or otherwise restrict a 

license if the 1 icensee has subverted or attempted to 

subvert any licensing examin~tion or the administration of 

an examination,. 

Under BusiRess aFld Professions Code section 490" 

the Hoard of Registered Nursing'may suspend or revoke a 

license when it finds that the lice!'lsee been convicted of a 

crime. 

4. RespoThdent has! subjected her license to 

discipline ,under Busi!'less and Professions Code section 
, ' , 

276~(d) in that she conspired to violate provisions ot 

section 2797 of that code by arranging for Marilou Oro to 

impersonate Esmat Pira 01\ April 19, 1988, ,in order take the 

examination for lioensure as a vocational nurse for' her at 

the Los Angeles Conve!'ltion Center, Los Angeles, California. 
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5. Respondent has subjected her' license to 

discipline under Business and Professions Code section 496 

in that she attempted to subvert a licensing exami~ation by 

arranging for Marilou Oro to impersonate Esmat Pira o~ 

April 19,. 1988, in order to take the examination for 

licensure as a vocational nurse for her at the Los Angeles 

ConveRtiQn Center, Los Angeles, Califo~l'\ia, 

6. Respondent has subjected, her license to,
 

discipline und~r Business and Professions Code section
 

2761(f) in that on May 23, 1989, she was convicte~ by t~e
 

Court on a plea of nolo contendere of viola~ing provisions
 

,of Penal Code sections 18?/134 (conspiracy to prepare 'false 

documents) in Los'Angeles Sup~rior Court, Central Criminal 

Branch, case number A973111~ entitled People of the State of 

Caiifornia v.,Marianae Delapena Oro. S~ch conduct is 

substantially related to the qualifications, functions or 

,dutieB	 of a ~egistered nurse, as ,d~fined in Ti~le 16, 

California Code of Regulations, section 1444.' 

7,' ~espondeftt has subject~d her license to 

discipline under Business and Professions. Code section 490 

in that on May 23, 1989, she was convicted of a crime 

substantially related to the qualifications, functions or 

duties of a licensed vocational nurse, as alleged in 

paragraph 6. 
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WHEREFORE, complainant prays that a hearing be 

held and that the Board of Registered Nursing make its 

order: 

1. Revoking or suspending registered nurse 

license number, E 424802, issued to Marianne P. Oro. 

2. Taking such o~her and further action as may be 
-, 

deemed proper and appropriate. 

DATED: -J4 /).) IX! 

c4. fJ - . 
, ' j}~ ~..-;--- ,J '11:r"1J<' r);'-'
~ERINE M. PURl, R~N., Ph.D. 
Executive Officer 
Board of Registered Nursing 
Department of Consumer Affairs 
Stat~ of California 

Compla;inant 
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